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THE WAR AGAINST CHRISTIANITY IN 
FRANCE. 



BY ALGERNON 8ART0KIS. 



It is a curious fact that one of the greatest revolutions in all 
history has been in progress, for the last few years, among the 
most enlightened and liberty-loving nation of Europe, without 
even the loss of a single life, and also, apparently, with the 
practical apathy of the vast majority of the population. As a 
result of this revolution, the greatest diplomatic achievement of 
the mightiest genius who ever presided over the destinies of any 
people has been overthrown by a set of mediocre statesmen, led 
by a renegade priest ! 

I refer, of course, to the treaty commonly known as the Cour 
cordat, signed between the representatives of Greneral Bonaparte 
and of the Holy See. By means of this treaty, the Church and 
State in France have been enabled to live in peace and concord 
during seven different regimes. By this same treaty the tem- 
poral power was superior to, and controlled, the spiritual, but 
the Government of France recognized the necessity and utility 
of the spiritual influence of Christianity, and was the stronger on 
that account. 

Even Robespierre and his bloodthirsty associates, while at- 
tempting to stifle Christianity, replaced it by decreeing the ex- 
istence of a Supreme Being. The present Bepublic attempts to 
destroy Christianity, and what does it offer in return? Simply 
to save the money which used to be spent by the State in uphold- 
ing not only the Roman Church, but also the Protestant and 
Jewish creeds, by the suppression of the Bpdget of Public Wor- 
ship, and thus to lessen the burden of taxation ! The legislators 
begin their economies with singular unanimity by voting an in- 
crease in their own salaries from $1,750 per annum to $3,000, 
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This money will be partially paid from the funds which the vio- 
lation of the Concordat, an odious offence against international 
law, will place in their hands. Not only is a sacred treaty vio- 
lated, but a drastic, though liberal, law which came into force 
under the premiership of the late M. Waldeck-Eouseeau is turned 
into an act of persecution against helpless women whose only 
crime was the nursing, free of charge, the wounded, the sick and 
the poor, and of many useful and industrious men — such as 
the fraternity of the Chartreu.x — who have been turned out of 
their homes, or the hospitals, or the camps of the soldiers because 
M. Enule Combes, Prime Minister of a great Republic, was 
afraid lest the gentle Sisters and good Brothers threatened the 
safety of France by devoting their lives to the service of God! 
Further, upon his head must be laid the pitiful end of some of 
these martyrs who died of cold in the mountains, wandering and 
destitute. It is only just to say that Waldeck-Rousseau himself, 
shortly before he died, horrified at the abuse of the law for which 
he was nominally responsible, denounced M. Combes, and stated 
clearly in a spirited speech that he had meant the law to be ap- 
plied with sense and impartiality, and not with a brutality and 
petty spite unequalled in the annals of modern civilization. 

A good example of the pettiness of spirit which animated 
Combes and his associates is found in the fact that he ordered 
the removal of the crucifixes from the law courts (itself an act 
of impiety and vandalism), but he also chose Good Friday for 
the execution of this order, thus unnecessarily wounding not 
only the susceptibilities of the Catholics, his avowed enemies, but 
also offering a gratuitous insult to ever)' Christian in France. 
Under Combes (a renegade priest), the war against clericalism 
became a war against Christianity. 

Another long and amplified law was passed in 1905, which 
purported to be a law of Separation; but it has fallen completely 
short of its intention, since Pius X has decided to ignore its 
provisions. The object of this Bill is, apparently, to supplant 
the Concordat, because, upon the violation of that instrument, 
France was no longer diplomatically represented at the Vatican. 
It also purported to give absolute freedom to the Church, but we 
have the word of M. C16menceau himself that it is still full of the 
Concordatory spirit, and hence does not give full liberty of action 
to the Church. I have found, from personal inquiry amongst 
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Catholics of all shades, of the clerical type and the liberal type, 
that an " honest separation " would have been welcomed heartily 
in every quarter. The new law, however, does not give that; but, 
under one form or another, makes the Church dependent on the 
good-will of the State, whilst depriving her of her treasury. I 
do not believe that flie Catholics would object so strongly if they 
had not been so often deceived before. The example of the Wal- 
deck-Kousseau law, as applied by a succeeding Ministry, is still 
too fresh to be forgotten. Monsieur Combes might again return 
to power, or rather the abuse of it, and find some ingenious way 
of turning what perhaps Messieurs Clemenceau and Briand ren- 
der liberal and bearable into another law of spoliation, treachery 
and cruelty. 

There are a great many Catholics in France who wish that the 
Holy Father had accepted the law; but, after due deliberation 
and prayer, the Supreme Pontiff issued a clear, dignified and 
careful statement, in strong contrast to the justificatory and vio- 
lent vaporings of his opponents, in which he declared his out- 
raged sense of the destructive work of the Eepublic, and forbade 
Catholics to accept a law that was founded on spoliation and 
violation of sacred treaties. Pius X even foresaw what came to 
pass, and stated what the reply of his enemies would be. He 
said that he knew that one of the chief arguments would be the 
inquiry, Why did he not accept in France what had been accepted 
in Germany? The answer would be, though he was too diplo- 
matic to employ such forcible language, that the German Govern- 
ment could be relied on not to set aside obligations lightly, while 
the French Eepublic's policy had been one of continued decep- 
tion and duplicity. 

In vain did the Government under Combes attempt to shake 
the loyalty of the French Bishops by offering them the tempting 
bribe of its support, as well as material advantages, if they failed 
to obey the order to go to Eome ; but, to their honor- be it said, 
they were incorruptible. Even M. Briand, the present " arelig- 
ious " (I use his own word) Minister of " Cnltes," paid a grudg- 
ing tribute to the fidelity of the Bishops in bowing to a decision 
in which they did not all agree, and which was boimd to bring 
down much discomfort on their venerable heads. 

It is somewhat difficult for Americans, to the great majority 
of whom Christianity is the foundation upon which their lives 
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are built, to understand exactly why a great and powerful Chris- 
tian people should be indifferent to the attack upon the Christian 
Churches, and also why a GoTernment supposed to be founded 
upon the principles of "Liberty, Equality and Fraternity" 
should desire to starve out — for this is what the suppression of 
the Budget of Public Worship really means — ^the Christian faith, 
by taking away its resources. There are two or three causes which 
contribute to this state of things. In the first place, the Roman 
Catholic Church is the only really powerful creed in the Republic. 
In a population of nearly 40,000,000, there are only 600,000 
Protestants, who seem to follow that faith rather from geograph- 
ical and traditional reasons than from other causes. Therefore, 
the history of the Roman Church in France is, to all intents and 
purposes, the history of Christianity in that country, and upon 
the maintenance of that Church Christianity in France depends, 
unless Protestantism should succeed it, a contingency which all 
students of political and religious history are of one mind in 
declaring to be impossible of realization. Unfortimately, it 
must be admitted that the French clergy, while living upright and 
honest lives, are drawn from a class which fails to represent the 
intellectual growth of the people. They are, as a whole, very 
narrow in their views, and they are, with but few exceptions, 
drawn from the ignorant peasant class and the class just above 
it. These men, quite unconsciously, often offend the sensibili- 
ties of those who are better educated by the narrowness of their 
vision. They abstain from reading any newspapers other than 
those printed especially for their edification. Knowing little 
themselves, they are unable to cope intellectually with their more 
cultured opponents. It is the custom of the old nobility to pose 
as the champions of the Church, but they do not enrich her 
priesthood with any drafts of recruits from their ranks; and it 
is just because the clergy have been duped by the championship 
of this feeble class, and led into supporting their dubious claims 
to rule, that they incurred the anger of vigorous men such as 
Gambetta, and of honest Republicans such as Waldeck-Rousseau. 
The "noblesse" — that is to say, the class which in England is 
known as the "aristocracy" and "landed gentry" combined, 
but which has no counterpart in the United States — ^has played 
a very miserable part in modern French history, and upon them 
must lie much of the blame, not only for the existence of the 
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present very mediocre Government of France, but also for the 
dangerous apathy of the people towards religion in general. 
Their sins have been rather of omission than commission, rather 
of negligence than overzeal. As a class, they have rigidly avoided 
taking any active or even passive part in the political affairs of 
their country. Upon the ground that they do not care to mix 
with their social inferiors, they have neglected their duty to the 
State and thus lost the natural leadership acquired by centuries 
of rule, and which had become a tradition with the people. They 
live shut up in their chateaux, hunting or shooting, when they 
should be voting or working to improve the situation of the land ; 
or else they live dissolute or innocuous lives in Paris, to the detri- 
ment of their morals and the disgust of the honest bourgeois. 
It was most unfortunate that the clergy and the clericals should 
have allied themselves with this justly discredited class when the 
Republic was formed. If Prance now suffers from misrule and is 
threatened with anarchy or radical socialism — and the two go 
together — it is the French aristocracy who are mainly responsible 
for this state of affairs. They have failed in their duty to the 
country. 

Another cause for the discontent with the clergy is found, 
somewhat unjustly, in the Dreyfus case. There are two bogies 
which are used with great success, in all times of political excite- 
ment, to frighten the French people — namely, the Order of the 
Jesuits and Freemasonry. The French Freemasons are in no 
sense to be confounded with those of other lands. Indeed, the 
latter are forbidden to enter a French lodge; but, nevertheless, 
the disgraceful career of the Freemasons in France points to the 
danger of any secret society, however worthy its origin may be, 
degenerating into a political machine, with, selfish purposes up- 
permost. In speaking of the French Jesuits, I may mention that, 
though they are an Order possessing many excellent qualities, 
their actions are often questionable and, indeed, their methods 
are not unlike those of the Freemasons themselves. Many good 
French people found it necessary to withdraw their sons from 
the influence of these men, whose system seems to be to implant 
in the minds of the young a dislike to liberty, either of thought 
or action, and hence a dislike to Republican institutions. There 
can be no doubt that this Order has brought much sorrow and 
trouble upon other religious communities by bringing down upon 
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them the hatred of the people, who do not stop to study the dif- 
ference between one Order and another. The people think they 
have reason to dislike the Society of Jesus; the Society of Jesus 
is a religious Order: therefore, they hate all religious Orders. 
This is not verx logical, but is a populace ever logical ? 

To return to the Dreyfus case ; this " cawse celebre " so deeply 
affected the peace of France as to range family against family. 
It did, indeed, break up many homes which had hitherto been 
peaceful. The clergy, along with the vast majority of the people, 
certainly did, for the greater part, commit the error of taking 
violent sides against the pro-Dreyfusards; so, when finally jus- 
tice triumphed over prejudice, and an innocent man, to the honor 
of the French Magistracy and, truth compels me to say also to 
the honor of the Socialists, was restored to his place in the army, 
the people, seeking a scapegoat, found it in the clergy, who had 
really erred no more than the majority of their countrymen; 
and, after all, priests are human. 

It was a great pity for France, and for both the Church and 
the Eepublic, that Waldeck-Eousseau had to resign his office at 
a time when his impartial and just rule was needed for the 
safety of the land. His successor. Combes, instead of applying 
a liberal law with moderation, stirred up for political purposes 
all the hatred and violent passions the Dreyfus case had generated 
against the Church and embodied this into a law which sup- 
pressed the teaching Orders — and a more useful body of men it 
were difficult to find. 

Under this same Minister, the Freemasons had full play. They 
set about destroying the strength of the country by wasting its 
substance. They had emissaries in the army who spied upon 
their superior officers, and it was considered a crime to simply 
attend Mass or even, in the case of Protestants, to go to church. 
General Andre, a Freemason, was made Minister of War. This 
creature set about " republicanizing " the army by employing his 
Masonic associates to act the spy and by means of the now-famous 
"fiches" to inform him who were clericals and who were not. 
The preference was always to be given to the man who denied 
Christ Happily, this disgusted the nation when it was discov- 
ered, and Andre was forced into an innocuous retirement, from 
which it is to be hoped he will not emerge again. 

It became a dangerous thing at this time for any official to 
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publicly profess faith in Christianity. The list of petty persecu- 
tions would fill volumes, and though to-day these have abated, 
still the war against Christianity is going on. 

The idea of the Government is to gradually stamp Christianity 
out of Prance, by suppressing the various means the Church has 
of maintaining its organization. The feeling against clericalism 
has been changed to one against Christianity. A Department not 
long ago asked the central Government to remove the motto still 
printed on the coins of the Eepublic, " God protect France," 
since, they said, "there was no scientiiic proof of the existence 
of Deity." There is a bill now pending to put this request into 
force, and there is not much opposition to it. 

Thus, at the beginning of a new century, the Government of a 
great and powerful people, a people who have led the world hither- 
to in art, science, war ; whose place in literature is second to none ; 
who, as a curious coincidence, have waged great wars for the 
propagation and maintenance of the doctrines of Christ, suddenly 
turns and attempts to destroy by every means in its power the name 
and teachings of Christ. We have heard the Prime Minister 
openly jeer at the Scriptures. We have seen M. Briand, in an 
address of recognized ability, speak of the Government as being 
" areligious," or without religion, a declaration which was looked 
upon as " liberal " and " moderate " by the greater part of the 
people. The natural question is. Will it succeed? The times 
seem very dark and troubled. The apathy of the masses to this 
awful transformation fills me with dread ; but, on the other hand, 
the clergy, if not broad, are good and faithful; they are used to 
persecution, and persecution always generates heroes and martyrs. 
There are still Christians in France; and, in the light of past 
history, we know how, when all the power of the Empire of Eome 
was used to strangle the little following of Jesus, it only suc- 
ceeded m stimulating the growth of the benign religion it sought 
to suppress. And I firmly believe that, in the end, the French 
people will discover that they are following a false path, and that, 
when they learn that that path ends in darkness and moral ob- 
loquy and despair, they will throw over their false leaders, as 
they did Eobespierre and others of his ilk, feeling more strongly 
than ever the necessity of acknowledging in one form or another 
the teaching of our Lord Jesus Christ. 

Algernon Sartoris. 



